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ATTORNEY r ei nst at ement  pr oceedi ng.   Reinstatement granted 

upon conditions.   

 

¶1 PER CURI AM.    We r evi ew a r ef er ee' s r epor t  

r ecommendi ng t hat  Hazel  J.  Washi ngt on' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw 

i n Wi sconsi n be r ei nst at ed.   No par t y has appeal ed f r om t hat  

r epor t  and r ecommendat i on.   Ther ef or e,  t he cour t ' s  r evi ew 

pr oceeds under  SCR 22. 33( 3) . 1 
                                                 

1 SCR 22. 33( 3)  pr ovi des t hat  " [ i ] f  no appeal  i s  t i mel y 
f i l ed,  t he supr eme cour t  shal l  r evi ew t he r ef er ee' s r epor t ,  
or der  r ei nst at ement ,  wi t h or  wi t hout  condi t i ons,  deny 
r ei nst at ement ,  or  or der  t he par t i es t o f i l e br i ef s i n t he 
mat t er . "  
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¶2 The st andar ds t hat  appl y t o al l  pet i t i ons seeki ng 

r ei nst at ement  af t er  a di sci pl i nar y suspensi on/ r evocat i on ar e set  

f or t h i n SCR 22. 31( 1) . 2  I n par t i cul ar ,  t he pet i t i oni ng at t or ney 

must  demonst r at e by c l ear ,  sat i sf act or y and convi nci ng evi dence 

t hat  he or  she has t he mor al  char act er  necessar y t o pr act i ce l aw 

i n t hi s st at e,  t hat  hi s or  her  r esumpt i on of  t he pr act i ce of  l aw 

wi l l  not  be det r i ment al  t o t he admi ni st r at i on of  j ust i ce or  

subver si ve of  t he publ i c i nt er est ,  and t hat  t he at t or ney has 

compl i ed f ul l y wi t h t he t er ms of  t he suspensi on or der  and SCR 

22. 26.   I n addi t i on,  SCR 22. 31( 1) ( c)  i ncor por at es t he st at ement s 

t hat  a pet i t i on f or  r ei nst at ement  must  cont ai n pur suant  t o SCR 

22. 29( 4) ( a) - ( 4m) . 3  Thus,  t he pet i t i oni ng at t or ney must  
                                                 

2 SCR 22. 31( 1)  st at es:  

The pet i t i oner  has t he bur den of  demonst r at i ng,  
by c l ear ,  sat i sf act or y,  and convi nci ng evi dence,  al l  
of  t he f ol l owi ng:  

( a)  That  he or  she has t he mor al  char act er  t o 
pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n.  

( b)  That  hi s or  her  r esumpt i on of  t he pr act i ce of  
l aw wi l l  not  be det r i ment al  t o t he admi ni st r at i on of  
j ust i ce or  subver si ve of  t he publ i c i nt er est .  

( c)  That  hi s or  her  r epr esent at i ons i n t he 
pet i t i on,  i ncl udi ng t he r epr esent at i ons r equi r ed by 
SCR 22. 29( 4) ( a)  t o [ ( 4m) ]  and 22. 29( 5) ,  ar e 
subst ant i at ed.  

( d)  That  he or  she has compl i ed f ul l y wi t h t he 
t er ms of  t he or der  of  suspensi on or  r evocat i on and 
wi t h t he r equi r ement s of  SCR 22. 26.  

 

3 SCR 22. 29( 4) ( a)  t hr ough ( 4m)  pr ovi des t hat  a pet i t i on f or  
r ei nst at ement  shal l  show al l  of  t he f ol l owi ng:  
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( a)  The pet i t i oner  desi r es t o have t he 

pet i t i oner ' s l i cense r ei nst at ed.  

( b)  The pet i t i oner  has not  pr act i ced l aw dur i ng 
t he per i od of  suspensi on or  r evocat i on.  

( c)  The pet i t i oner  has compl i ed f ul l y wi t h t he 
t er ms of  t he or der  of  suspensi on or  r evocat i on and 
wi l l  cont i nue t o compl y wi t h t hem unt i l  t he 
pet i t i oner ' s l i cense i s r ei nst at ed.  

( d)  The pet i t i oner  has mai nt ai ned compet ence and 
l ear ni ng i n t he l aw by at t endance at  i dent i f i ed 
educat i onal  act i v i t i es.  

( e)  The pet i t i oner ' s conduct  s i nce t he suspensi on 
or  r evocat i on has been exempl ar y and above r epr oach.  

( f )  The pet i t i oner  has a pr oper  under st andi ng of  
and at t i t ude t owar d t he st andar ds t hat  ar e i mposed 
upon member s of  t he bar  and wi l l  act  i n conf or mi t y 
wi t h t he st andar ds.  

( g)  The pet i t i oner  can saf el y be r ecommended t o 
t he l egal  pr of essi on,  t he cour t s and t he publ i c as a 
per son f i t  t o be consul t ed by ot her s and t o r epr esent  
t hem and ot her wi se act  i n mat t er s of  t r ust  and 
conf i dence and i n gener al  t o ai d i n t he admi ni st r at i on 
of  j ust i ce as a member  of  t he bar  and as an of f i cer  of  
t he cour t s.  

( h)  The pet i t i oner  has f ul l y compl i ed wi t h t he 
r equi r ement s set  f or t h i n SCR 22. 26.  

( j )  The pet i t i oner ' s pr oposed use of  t he l i cense 
i f  r ei nst at ed.  

( k)  A f ul l  descr i pt i on of  al l  of  t he pet i t i oner ' s 
busi ness act i v i t i es dur i ng t he per i od of  suspensi on or  
r evocat i on.  

( 4m)  The pet i t i oner  has made r est i t ut i on t o or  
set t l ed al l  c l ai ms of  per sons i nj ur ed or  har med by 
pet i t i oner ' s mi sconduct ,  i ncl udi ng r ei mbur sement  t o 
t he Wi sconsi n l awyer s '  f und f or  c l i ent  pr ot ect i on f or  
al l  payment s made f r om t hat  f und,  or ,  i f  not ,  t he 
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demonst r at e t hat  t he r equi r ed r epr esent at i ons i n t he 

r ei nst at ement  pet i t i on ar e subst ant i at ed.  

¶3 Al t hough t he r ef er ee' s r epor t  di scussed a number  of  

concer ns r ai sed by t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on,  t he r ef er ee 

f ound t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on had sat i sf i ed t he r equi r ement s 

f or  t he r ei nst at ement  of  her  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n.   The r ef er ee f ound gener al l y t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on 

had pr oven t hat  she has t he mor al  char act er  necessar y t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n t hi s st at e,  t hat  her  r esumpt i on of  t he pr act i ce 

of  l aw woul d not  be det r i ment al  t o t he admi ni st r at i on of  

j ust i ce,  and t hat  she had compl i ed wi t h t he t er ms of  her  

suspensi on and t he r equi r ement s t hat  accompany a suspensi on.    

¶4 Al t hough we shar e some of  t he concer ns r ai sed by t he 

r ef er ee,  t her e i s no basi s on whi ch t o f i nd t hat  t he r ef er ee' s  

f act ual  f i ndi ngs wer e cl ear l y er r oneous.   See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y 

Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Car r ol l ,  2004 WI  19,  ¶9,  269 Wi s.  2d 172,  

675 N. W. 2d 792 ( r ef er ee' s f act ual  f i ndi ngs af f i r med unl ess 

c l ear l y er r oneous;  l egal  concl us i ons r evi ewed on de novo basi s) .   

We agr ee,  t her ef or e,  t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on shoul d be 

r ei nst at ed t o t he pr act i ce of  l aw i n t hi s st at e.   We deci de,  

however ,  t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on' s r ei nst at ement  shoul d be 

condi t i oned on her  pr ovi di ng f ul l  t r ust  account  r ecor ds t o t he 

OLR on a quar t er l y basi s f or  a per i od of  t wo year s f ol l owi ng her  

r ei nst at ement .   Fi nal l y,  we det er mi ne t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on 

                                                                                                                                                             
pet i t i oner ' s expl anat i on of  t he f ai l ur e or  i nabi l i t y  
t o do so.  



No.  2006AP578- D   

 

5 
 

shoul d be r equi r ed t o pay t he f ul l  cost s of  t hi s r ei nst at ement  

pr oceedi ng,  whi ch wer e $4, 634. 04 as of  Januar y 10,  2008.  

¶5 At t or ney Washi ngt on was admi t t ed t o t he pr act i ce of  

l aw i n Wi sconsi n i n 1988.   Pr i or  t o t he di sci pl i ne descr i bed 

bel ow,  she had pr act i ced l aw i n t hi s st at e s i nce her  admi ssi on 

wi t hout  bei ng t he subj ect  of  any di sci pl i nar y act i on.  

¶6 Thi s r ei nst at ement  pr oceedi ng st ems f r om At t or ney 

Washi ngt on' s 18- mont h suspensi on ar i s i ng out  of  her  convi ct i on 

i n f eder al  cour t  f or  at t empt i ng t o evade t he payment  of  a l ar ge 

por t i on of  her  f eder al  i ncome t ax due f or  1998.   The I nt er nal  

Revenue Ser vi ce ( I RS)  i ni t i at ed an audi t  of  At t or ney 

Washi ngt on' s f eder al  i ncome t ax r et ur ns whi l e she was 

negot i at i ng a pl an t o pay of f  $70, 000 i n del i nquent  empl oyment  

t ax obl i gat i ons.   The I RS' s i nvest i gat i on det er mi ned t hat  

At t or ney Washi ngt on had i nt ent i onal l y f ai l ed t o r epor t  over  

$100, 000 i n i ncome f or  1998 by deposi t i ng payment s f or  l egal  

ser vi ces di r ect l y i nt o her  per sonal  bank account  or  by di r ect i ng 

t hem t o her  mor t gage l ender ,  t her eby bypassi ng her  busi ness 

account ,  whi ch At t or ney Washi ngt on' s account ant  had been 

di r ect ed t o use t o pr epar e her  i ncome t ax r et ur ns.   At t or ney 

Washi ngt on' s hi di ng of  t hi s i ncome caused an i ncome t ax l oss t o 

t he f eder al  gover nment  i n excess of  $31, 000 f or  1998.   At t or ney 

Washi ngt on al so f ai l ed t o r epor t  a s i mi l ar  amount  of  i ncome i n 

1999 and 2000.   

¶7 The f eder al  aut hor i t i es chose t o char ge At t or ney 

Washi ngt on wi t h onl y one count  of  t ax evasi on f or  1998,  al t hough 

i n her  f eder al  pl ea agr eement  At t or ney Washi ngt on admi t t ed t hat  
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she had engaged i n s i mi l ar  t ax evasi on f or  1999 and 2000.   The 

Uni t ed St at es Di st r i ct  Cour t  f or  t he East er n Di st r i ct  of  

Wi sconsi n accept ed her  gui l t y pl ea t o t he s i ngl e count  char ged.   

The di st r i ct  cour t  ul t i mat el y sent enced her  t o f i ve mont hs of  

i mpr i sonment  and t wo year s of  super vi sed r el ease,  150 days of  

whi ch wer e t o be ser ved i n home conf i nement .  

¶8 Af t er  t he ent r y of  At t or ney Washi ngt on' s gui l t y pl ea,  

t hi s cour t  summar i l y suspended her  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

t hi s st at e,  ef f ect i ve as of  Febr uar y 3,  2006.  

¶9 The OLR f i l ed a compl ai nt  t hat  al l eged i n a s i ngl e 

count  t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on had vi ol at ed SCR 20: 8. 4( b) . 4  The 

OLR and At t or ney Washi ngt on t hen ent er ed i nt o a st i pul at i on,  i n 

whi ch At t or ney Washi ngt on admi t t ed her  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .   

The st i pul at i on f ur t her  st at ed t hat  t he OLR r ecommended,  and 

At t or ney Washi ngt on agr eed,  t hat  her  l i cense shoul d be suspended 

f or  a per i od of  one year .  

¶10 Af t er  i ssui ng an or der  t o show cause why t he 

suspensi on shoul d not  be f or  a per i od of  18 mont hs and af t er  

consi der i ng t he r esponses of  t he par t i es,  we det er mi ned t hat  

At t or ney Washi ngt on' s pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  r equi r ed an 18-

mont h suspensi on of  her  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n,  

r et r oact i ve t o Febr uar y 3,  2006,  t he dat e of  t he summar y 

suspensi on.   I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Washi ngt on,  

                                                 
4 SCR 20: 8. 4( b)  st at es t hat  i t  i s  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  

f or  a l awyer  t o " commi t  a cr i mi nal  act  t hat  r ef l ect s adver sel y 
on t he l awyer ' s honest y,  t r ust wor t hi ness or  f i t ness as a l awyer  
i n ot her  r espect s. "  
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2007 WI  65,  301 Wi s.  2d 47,  732 N. W. 2d 24.   We al so r equi r ed 

At t or ney Washi ngt on t o pay t he f ul l  cost s of  t he di sci pl i nar y 

pr oceedi ng.  

¶11 On June 12,  2007,  At t or ney Washi ngt on f i l ed a pet i t i on 

f or  r ei nst at ement .   At t or ney Ri char d M.  Esenber g was appoi nt ed 

r ef er ee f or  t he r ei nst at ement  pr oceedi ng.  

¶12 The Boar d of  Bar  Exami ner s f i l ed a memor andum st at i ng 

t hat  on t he basi s of  t he mat er i al s At t or ney Washi ngt on had 

submi t t ed concer ni ng her  cont i nui ng l egal  educat i on cr edi t s,  i t  

r ecommended her  r ei nst at ement .   The OLR,  however ,  f i l ed a 

memor andum i n opposi t i on t o r ei nst at ement .   Essent i al l y ,  i t  

asser t ed t hat ,  based on i nf or mat i on di scover ed i n t he cour se of  

i t s  r ei nst at ement  i nvest i gat i on,  At t or ney Washi ngt on coul d not  

meet  her  bur den f or  r ei nst at ement .   The speci f i c obj ect i ons t hat  

t he OLR r ai sed wi l l  be di scussed bel ow i n t he cont ext  of  t he 

r ef er ee' s r epor t .  

¶13 The r ef er ee hel d a hear i ng on At t or ney Washi ngt on' s 

r ei nst at ement  pet i t i on on Sept ember  20,  2007.   At t or ney 

Washi ngt on and si x ot her  char act er  wi t nesses t est i f i ed i n 

suppor t  of  her  r ei nst at ement  pet i t i on.   I n addi t i on,  t he r ef er ee 

r ecei ved i nt o evi dence a number  of  addi t i onal  l et t er s of  suppor t  

f or  At t or ney Washi ngt on.   The OLR di d not  cal l  any wi t nesses i n 

opposi t i on,  al t hough i t  submi t t ed a number  of  document ar y 

exhi bi t s,  whi ch wer e r ecei ved by st i pul at i on.  

¶14 The r ef er ee i ssued a r epor t  and r ecommendat i on on 

December  21,  2007.   The r ef er ee' s r epor t  summar i zed t he 

t est i mony gi ven at  t he hear i ng and di scussed a number  of  i ssues 
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r ai sed by t he OLR' s i nvest i gat i on,  whi ch wer e addr essed i n 

exhi bi t s f i l ed by t he OLR and i n At t or ney Washi ngt on' s 

t est i mony.  

¶15 Fi r st ,  t he r ef er ee not ed t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on had 

pr evi ousl y been convi ct ed of  t wo f el oni es i n 1979.   Pr i or  t o 

becomi ng an at t or ney,  At t or ney Washi ngt on had been a soci al  

wor ker  and had owned a soci al  ser vi ces agency.   I n connect i on 

wi t h t hat  agency,  At t or ney Washi ngt on was char ged wi t h and 

convi ct ed of  t wo count s of  f r aud i nvol v i ng over bi l l i ngs t o t he 

Medi cai d pr ogr am.   She ser ved 18 mont hs i n pr i son and an 

addi t i onal  coupl e of  year s on pr obat i on.   Gover nor  Tommy 

Thompson gr ant ed a par don t o At t or ney Washi ngt on i n 1988 

f ol l owi ng her  gr aduat i on f r om l aw school  and pr i or  t o her  

becomi ng l i censed as an at t or ney i n t hi s st at e.  

¶16 The r ef er ee al so di scussed some concer ns wi t h t he 

wi ndi ng up of  t wo cases at  t he t i me of  At t or ney Washi ngt on' s 

summar y suspensi on.   I n bot h i nst ances,  at  t he t i me of  her  

summar y suspensi on,  At t or ney Washi ngt on had compl et ed t he 

br i ef i ng on separ at e post convi ct i on mot i ons f or  each cl i ent ,  

T. S.  and A. A.   At t or ney Washi ngt on f ai l ed t o send t he r equi r ed 

wr i t t en not i ce of  her  suspensi on t o t he t wo cl i ent s,  t o opposi ng 

counsel  and t o t he r el evant  cour t s. 5  She al so f ai l ed t o 

acknowl edge t hese t wo cases i n her  af f i davi t  submi t t ed t o t he 

OLR t o show compl i ance wi t h her  wi ndi ng up r equi r ement s under  

                                                 
5 At t or ney Washi ngt on di d or al l y i nf or m A. A.  t hat  her  

l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw was goi ng t o be suspended.  
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SCR 22. 26.   At t or ney Washi ngt on t est i f i ed at  t he hear i ng t hat  

she di d not  send wr i t t en not i ces of  her  suspensi on or  i dent i f y 

t he post convi ct i on mot i ons on her  l i s t  of  pendi ng cases i n her  

compl i ance af f i davi t  because she vi ewed t hose r epr esent at i ons as 

havi ng been concl uded when she had f i ni shed pr epar i ng and f i l i ng 

t he mot i ons and suppor t i ng mat er i al s.  

¶17 At t or ney Washi ngt on acknowl edged at  t he r ei nst at ement  

hear i ng t hat  her  pr i or  under st andi ng of  t he st at us of  t hose 

cases had been i ncor r ect  and t hat ,  i n f act ,  t hose cases had 

r emai ned pendi ng at  t he t i me of  her  summar y suspensi on and wer e 

subj ect  t o t he not i ce and i dent i f i cat i on r equi r ement s of  SCR 

22. 26.   She conceded t hat  al t hough no hear i ng was expect ed on 

ei t her  of  t hose mot i ons,  t her e had been no deci s i on i ssued i n 

ei t her  case at  t he t i me of  her  summar y suspensi on.   Thus,  t her e 

coul d have been f ur t her  f i l i ngs needed i n t he c i r cui t  cour t  or  

on appeal ,  and,  i n any event ,  t her e woul d have been a need t o 

appr i se t he c l i ent s of  t he cour t ' s  deci s i on when i ssued and t o 

di scuss how t he cl i ent s wi shed t o pr oceed.  

¶18 Ul t i mat el y,  bot h mot i ons wer e deni ed.   Af t er  t he 

summar y suspensi on had been i mposed,  t he c i r cui t  cour t  deni ed 

t he mot i on t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on had f i l ed on behal f  of  T. S.  

as unt i mel y under  t he st at ut or y pr ovi s i ons c i t ed i n t he mot i on.   

T. S.  r ecei ved a copy of  t hat  dec i s i on f r om a sour ce ot her  t han 

At t or ney Washi ngt on,  and he subsequent l y f i l ed a gr i evance 

agai nst  her .   At t or ney Washi ngt on ent er ed i nt o a consensual  

publ i c r epr i mand under  SCR 22. 09( 3)  i n connect i on wi t h her  

r epr esent at i on of  T. S.   The st i pul at ed r epr i mand,  whi ch was 
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appr oved by a r ef er ee on May 2,  2007,  pr ovi ded t hat  At t or ney 

Washi ngt on had v i ol at ed SCRs 20: 1. 1,  20: 1. 16( d) ,  22. 26( 1) ( a)  and 

( b) ,  22. 26( 1) ( c) ,  22. 26( 1) ( e) ( i i i ) ,  and 20: 8. 4( f ) .    

¶19 As was t he case wi t h T. S. ,  t he post convi ct i on mot i on 

t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on had f i l ed on behal f  of  A. A.  was al so 

deni ed as t i me- bar r ed and as i mpr oper l y br ought  under  Wi s.  St at .  

§ 974. 06.   Af t er  r ecei v i ng a copy of  t he c i r cui t  cour t ' s  

deci s i on,  A. A.  f i l ed a r equest  f or  r ei mbur sement  f r om t he 

Wi sconsi n Fund f or  Cl i ent  Pr ot ect i on ( t he Fund) .   At t or ney 

Washi ngt on was unawar e of  t hi s c l ai m and di d not  cont est  i t  

because she was i n a f eder al  pr i son camp at  t he t i me not i ce of  

t he c l ai m by A. A.  was mai l ed t o her  home.   Ul t i mat el y,  t he Fund 

gr ant ed A. A. ' s c l ai m and pai d hi m t he $2, 500 he had r equest ed as 

r ei mbur sement  f or  t he f ee he had pai d t o At t or ney Washi ngt on.   

At  t he r ei nst at ement  hear i ng,  At t or ney Washi ngt on st at ed t hat  

she di sagr eed wi t h t he Fund' s payment  t o A. A.  because she had 

met  wi t h A. A.  on mul t i pl e occasi ons and had i n f act  done t he 

wor k he had r equest ed her  t o do.  

¶20 The r ef er ee al so di scussed t he OLR' s cont ent i on t hat  

At t or ney Washi ngt on had mi sr epr esent ed a number  of  i t ems i n her  

r esponses t o t he OLR' s r ei nst at ement  quest i onnai r e.   For  

exampl e,  t he OLR cl ai med t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on had f ai l ed t o 

r epor t  i ncome f r om t he sal e of  a pi ece of  r eal  est at e i n Oct ober  

2006,  al t hough she had shown a gai n f r om a si mi l ar  r eal  est at e 

t r ansact i on t hat  had occur r ed i n Apr i l  2006.   At  t he 

r ei nst at ement  hear i ng,  At t or ney Washi ngt on expl ai ned t hat  she 

had not  l i s t ed t he capi t al  gai n f r om t he second sal e because t he 
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I RS had i mmedi at el y sei zed t he f unds as par t i al  payment  f or  back 

t axes.   The r ef er ee not ed t hat  t he OLR appear ed t o be sat i sf i ed 

wi t h t hi s expl anat i on.  

¶21 Anot her  al l eged mi sst at ement  i n her  r ei nst at ement  

quest i onnai r e r esponses i nvol ved a l i s t  of  ever y c i v i l  act i on i n 

whi ch At t or ney Washi ngt on was a par t y.   At t or ney Washi ngt on 

l i s t ed onl y one case,  i n whi ch she had been a def endant  and i n 

whi ch a j udgment  had been i ssued agai nst  her  and t hen had been 

sat i sf i ed.   She f ai l ed t o i nc l ude a subst ant i al  number  of  

col l ect i on act i ons t hat  had been f i l ed on her  behal f .   At t or ney 

Washi ngt on expl ai ned t hat  she had a l ongst andi ng ar r angement  

wi t h a col l ect i on at t or ney t o col l ect  her  over due account s 

r ecei vabl e.   The at t or ney at t empt ed t o col l ect  t he f unds,  and i f  

unsuccessf ul ,  of t en f i l ed a col l ect i on act i on i n c i r cui t  cour t .   

At t or ney Washi ngt on st at ed t hat  i n most  s i t uat i ons she was not  

not i f i ed by t he at t or ney when t he mat t er  had pr ogr essed t o t he 

poi nt  of  a f or mal  l egal  act i on.   Because of  t hi s  ar r angement  and 

her  l i mi t ed i nvol vement  i n t he col l ect i on pr ocess,  At t or ney 

Washi ngt on st at ed t hat  she had f ai l ed t o consi der  t hese 

col l ect i on act i ons when r espondi ng t o t he OLR' s r ei nst at ement  

quest i onnai r e.  

¶22 Al t hough t he i t ems di scussed above cl ear l y wor ked 

agai nst  At t or ney Washi ngt on' s r ei nst at ement  pet i t i on,  t he 

r ef er ee emphasi zed t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on had exhi bi t ed 

genui ne r emor se f or  her  conduct  at  t he r ei nst at ement  hear i ng.   

The r ef er ee not ed t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on had r eadi l y conceded 

t hat  she di d not  suf f er  f r om a l ack of  di sposabl e i ncome dur i ng 
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t he year s i n whi ch she had mi sr epr esent ed her  i ncome on her  

f eder al  i ncome t ax r et ur ns.   The r ef er ee al so st at ed t hat  whi l e 

ot her s may have at t empt ed t o excuse her  mi sconduct  as a r esul t  

of  a l ack of  busi ness acumen or  i nadequat e c l er i cal  suppor t ,  

At t or ney Washi ngt on di d not  at t empt  t o use any such excuses.   I n 

addi t i on t o accept i ng r esponsi bi l i t y  f or  her  wr ongdoi ng,  

At t or ney Washi ngt on al so convi nced t he r ef er ee t hat  she has a 

genui ne i nt ent i on t o r epay her  out st andi ng back t axes.  

¶23 When asked t o expl ai n why she had f ai l ed t o r epor t  

subst ant i al  amount s of  i ncome on her  1998- 2000 t ax r et ur ns,  

At t or ney Washi ngt on gave t he f ol l owi ng r esponse:  

You know,  as I  go back and t hi nk,  t her e' s no r eason 
why I  di d what  I  di d,  I  mean,  no r eason t hat  i s good 
enough.   I t  was wr ong what  I  di d,  and I  can' t  s i t  her e 
and j ust i f y what  I  di d.  

.  .  .  

And i t  was wr ong t o——f or  exampl e,  i n ' 99 when I  t ook 
t he per sonal  i nj ur y check t hat  shoul d have been 
deposi t ed i nt o t he busi ness account  and pai d expenses,  
per sonal  expenses.   I  di dn' t  have t o do t hat .   At  t hat  
t i me I  j ust  want ed a new t r uck.   I  pai d $3, 000 on a 
new l ease,  pai d out  t he ol d l ease,  gave my chi l dr en 
some money.   I t ' s  al l  out l i ned i n exhi bi t s what  I  di d 
wi t h t he money.  

I  mean,  I  pai d $30, 000 on ol d t axes,  but  i t  wasn' t  
supposed t o go t hat  way.   And j ust  t o have t hose f ew 
l i t t l e t r i nket s,  God knows i t  hasn' t  been wor t h i t .   
What  I  di d was wr ong,  was so wr ong,  and I  woul d never  
do not hi ng l i ke t hat  agai n.   

¶24 I n addi t i on t o di scussi ng At t or ney Washi ngt on' s 

t est i mony,  t he r ef er ee br i ef l y summar i zed t he t est i mony gi ven by 

s i x wi t nesses who appear ed i n suppor t  of  her  r ei nst at ement  
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pet i t i on.   Whi l e t hose wi t nesses i ncl uded At t or ney Washi ngt on' s  

ex- husband and one of  her  daught er s,  t hey al so i ncl uded a f or mer  

f ami l y cour t  commi ssi oner  bef or e whom At t or ney Washi ngt on had 

appear ed on many occasi ons and an at t or ney who had l i t i gat ed 

cases agai nst  At t or ney Washi ngt on.   The cour t  commi ssi oner  

t est i f i ed t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on had consi st ent l y been 

pr epar ed f or  pr oceedi ngs i n f r ont  of  her ,  had pr ovi ded compet ent  

and zeal ous r epr esent at i on t o c l i ent s who wer e of t en di f f i cul t  

and unf ami l i ar  wi t h l egal  pr oceedi ngs,  and had never  at t empt ed 

t o mi sl ead t he cour t  on behal f  of  a c l i ent .   The opposi ng 

at t or ney and sever al  ot her  wi t nesses descr i bed t he good 

r eput at i on t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on enj oyed i n her  communi t y and 

st r essed t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on had been wi l l i ng t o t ake on 

chal l engi ng cl i ent s and t hose wi t hout  subst ant i al  f i nanci al  

r esour ces.  

¶25 I n t he end,  t he r ef er ee concl uded t hat  At t or ney 

Washi ngt on had demonst r at ed t he necessar y mor al  char act er  t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n t hi s st at e and had shown t hat  her  r esumpt i on of  

t he pr act i ce of  l aw woul d not  be det r i ment al  t o t he 

admi ni st r at i on of  j ust i ce or  subver si ve of  t he publ i c i nt er est .  

¶26 The r ef er ee acknowl edged t hat  t her e wer e some i ssues,  

descr i bed above,  t hat  mi l i t at e agai nst  her  r ei nst at ement .   He 

concl uded,  however ,  t hat  t hese pr obl ems wer e expl ai nabl e and 

t echni cal .   For  exampl e,  At t or ney Washi ngt on' s f ai l ur e t o l i s t  

t he sal es pr oceeds f r om a second sal e of  r eal  est at e was 

expl ai nabl e by t he f act  t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on bel i eved t hat  

t he pr oceeds wer e not  r eal l y her s s i nce t he I RS i mmedi at el y 
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sei zed t hem.   Si mi l ar l y,  her  f ai l ur e t o l i s t  t he col l ect i on 

act i ons as pendi ng l awsui t s on her  r ei nst at ement  quest i onnai r e 

r esponses,  whi l e i mpr oper ,  was expl ai nabl e by t he f act  t hat  

under  her  nor mal  col l ect i on ar r angement  she was usual l y not  made 

awar e of  t he f act  t hat  a col l ect i on mat t er  had pr oceeded t o t he 

l i t i gat i on st age.  

¶27 The r ef er ee was somewhat  t r oubl ed by At t or ney 

Washi ngt on' s f ai l ur e t o compl y wi t h t he l et t er  of  t he t r ust  

account  r ul es.   Al t hough she di d have some r ecor ds t hat  showed 

wher e per sonal  i nj ur y case pr oceeds had come i nt o and had gone 

out  of  her  c l i ent  t r ust  account ,  she di d not  mai nt ai n t he 

gener al  l edger  and cl i ent  l edger s i n t he f or m r equi r ed by t he 

r ul es.   

¶28 Si mi l ar l y,  t he r ef er ee al so expr essed concer n about  

t he t wo post convi ct i on mot i ons f or  T. S.  and A. A.   The r ef er ee 

acknowl edged At t or ney Washi ngt on' s bel i ef  t hat  her  f i l i ng of  t he 

wr i t t en mot i ons and suppor t i ng mat er i al s had compl et ed t he 

r epr esent at i on.   Whi l e i t  may have been l i kel y t hat  no f ur t her  

br i ef i ng or  ar gument  woul d be r equi r ed f r om t he cour t  r egar di ng 

t hose mot i ons,  t he r ef er ee not ed t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on shoul d 

have l i s t ed t hose mat t er s on her  l i s t  of  pendi ng cases submi t t ed 

t o t he OLR at  t he t i me of  her  suspensi on and shoul d have gi ven 

t he r equi r ed not i ces t o her  c l i ent s,  opposi ng counsel  and t he 

cour t s s i nce t hose mat t er s wer e not  f ul l y  compl et ed at  t he t i me 

of  her  suspensi on.   The r ef er ee di d concl ude,  however ,  t hat  

At t or ney Washi ngt on' s f ai l ur e i n t hi s r egar d was i nadver t ent .   
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¶29 Al t hough he acknowl edged t hese var i ous pr obl ems,  t he 

r ef er ee di d not  bel i eve t hat  t hese i ssues wer e ser i ous enough t o 

pr event  At t or ney Washi ngt on f r om r esumi ng t he pr act i ce of  l aw.   

Especi al l y gi ven At t or ney Washi ngt on' s expr essi ons of  genui ne 

r emor se,  t he r ef er ee concl uded t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on shoul d 

be gi ven one f i nal  oppor t uni t y t o pr act i ce l aw i n t hi s st at e.   

¶30 We not e at  t he out set  of  our  anal ysi s t hat  t he pr i mar y 

f ocus of  t he cour t ' s  r egul at i on of  t he pr act i ce of  l aw i n t hi s  

st at e i s t o ensur e t he pr oper  f unct i oni ng of  t he st at e' s 

j udi c i al  syst em and t o pr ot ect  t he publ i c f r om mi sconduct  by 

at t or neys.   See SCR ch.  21 Pr eambl e. 6  I n t he cont ext  of  

r ei nst at ement  pr oceedi ngs,  t hi s occur s by anal yzi ng whet her  t he 

at t or ney seeki ng r ei nst at ement  has demonst r at ed t hat  he/ she has 

t he necessar y good mor al  char act er  t o pr act i ce l aw i n t hi s st at e 

and t hat  hi s/ her  r esumpt i on of  t he pr act i ce of  l aw wi l l  not  be 

det r i ment al  t o t he admi ni st r at i on of  j ust i ce or  subver si ve of  

t he publ i c i nt er est .   SCR 22. 31( 1) .   Admi t t edl y,  t hese ar e not  

quant i f i abl e cal cul at i ons.   Thus,  al t hough t hi s cour t  makes t he 

ul t i mat e deci s i on on whet her  t o r ei nst at e t he l i cense of  any 

at t or ney,  t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs ar e i mpor t ant  t o t he pr ocess 

because t he r ef er ee i s abl e t o v i ew t he pet i t i oni ng at t or ney and 

ot her  wi t nesses i n per son and t o assess t he pet i t i oner ' s r emor se 

f or  past  mi sconduct  and commi t ment  t o avoi di ng f ur t her  

                                                 
6 The Pr eambl e t o SCR ch.  21 st at es:   " The l awyer  r egul at i on 

syst em i s est abl i shed t o car r y out  t he supr eme cour t ' s  
const i t ut i onal  r esponsi bi l i t y  t o super vi se t he pr act i ce of  l aw 
and pr ot ect  t he publ i c f r om mi sconduct  by per sons pr act i c i ng l aw 
i n Wi sconsi n. "  
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mi sconduct .   I n t he pr esent  case t he r ef er ee was cl ear l y 

convi nced t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on i s genui nel y r emor sef ul  f or  

her  past  mi sconduct  and wi l l  be l oat he t o commi t  f ut ur e 

mi sconduct .   Thi s assessment ,  based upon t he r ef er ee' s f i r st hand 

vi ew of  At t or ney Washi ngt on' s t est i mony at  t he r ei nst at ement  

hear i ng,  wei ghs heavi l y i n f avor  of  At t or ney Washi ngt on' s 

pet i t i on.  

¶31 Ther e ar e,  however ,  some t r oubl i ng i ssues connect ed 

wi t h At t or ney Washi ngt on' s r ei nst at ement  pet i t i on.   Fi r st ,  t hi s  

i s not  t he f i r st  t i me t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on has been 

convi ct ed f or  cr i mi nal  conduct .   Her  f i r st  convi ct i ons,  however ,  

wer e i n 1979,  now near l y 30 year s ago,  pr i or  t o her  becomi ng an 

at t or ney.   Thus,  t he f act  of  t hese 1979 convi ct i ons has l i mi t ed 

r el evance t o det er mi ni ng her  f i t ness t o pr act i ce l aw i n 2008.   

Mor eover ,  At t or ney Washi ngt on was subsequent l y par doned f or  t hi s  

conduct .   Whi l e t hat  f act  does not  el i mi nat e t he 1979 

convi ct i ons f r om our  consi der at i on,  i t  does l essen t o some 

degr ee t he amount  t hat  t hose convi ct i ons shoul d wei gh agai nst  

At t or ney Washi ngt on i n t he pr esent  r ei nst at ement  pr oceedi ng.  

¶32 I n a s i mi l ar  vei n,  i t  i s  wor t hwhi l e t o not e t hat  t he 

cr i mi nal  act i v i t y t hat  l ed t o t hi s suspensi on of  her  l i cense t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n di d not  di r ect l y i nvol ve t he pr act i ce 

of  l aw.   Rat her ,  i t  i nvol ved a mat t er  i n her  per sonal  l i f e,  her  

obl i gat i on t o r epor t  her  i ncome accur at el y and t o pay i ncome 

t axes.   Al t hough cr i mi nal  convi c t i ons about  per sonal  mat t er s can 

cer t ai nl y r ef l ect  adver sel y on a l awyer ' s honest y,  

t r ust wor t hi ness or  f i t ness as an at t or ney and can mer i t  a 
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suspensi on of  t he l awyer ' s l i cense,  see SCR 20: 8. 4( b) ,  such 

convi ct i ons do not  al ways r ender  an i ndi v i dual  per manent l y unf i t  

t o pr act i ce l aw.   See,  e. g. ,  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs 

Agai nst  Meagher ,  2004 WI  75,  272 Wi s.  2d 247,  681 N. W. 2d 145 

( r ei nst at ement  gr ant ed f ol l owi ng si x- mont h suspensi on due t o 

cr i mi nal  convi ct i on f or  v i ol at i ng f eder al  wi r e wager i ng l aw) ;  I n 

r e Di sci pl i nar y  Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Penn,  2002 WI  5,  249 

Wi s.  2d 667,  638 N. W. 2d 287 ( r ei nst at ement  gr ant ed f ol l owi ng 

t wo- year  suspensi on due t o cr i mi nal  convi ct i ons f or  s i x 

mi sdemeanor  dr ug of f enses) .   We t hi nk t hat  i s  t he case her e,  

especi al l y consi der i ng At t or ney Washi ngt on' s l ack of  pr i or  

di sci pl i ne and her  r emor sef ul  accept ance of  r esponsi bi l i t y  f or  

her  mi sconduct .  

¶33 At t or ney Washi ngt on' s f ai l ur e t o l i s t  t he Oct ober  2006 

r eal  est at e pr oceeds as i ncome and t o i dent i f y cer t ai n 

col l ect i on act i ons as pendi ng l i t i gat i on on her  r ei nst at ement  

quest i onnai r e,  whi l e undeni abl y somewhat  car el ess,  do not  appear  

t o war r ant  keepi ng At t or ney Washi ngt on f r om r esumi ng t he 

pr act i ce of  l aw.   As t o t he r eal  est at e pr oceeds,  t he r ef er ee 

not es t hat  t he OLR appear ed sat i sf i ed wi t h At t or ney Washi ngt on' s  

expl anat i on t hat  t he f unds wer e never  t r ul y i n her  possessi on.   

The OLR has not  appeal ed f r om t he r ef er ee' s r epor t  t o di sput e 

t hi s st at ement .    

¶34 Si mi l ar l y,  whi l e At t or ney Washi ngt on shoul d have been 

mor e car ef ul  t o i nvest i gat e and l i s t  al l  of  t he pendi ng l awsui t s 

i n whi ch she was a par t y,  t he ones she f ai l ed t o l i s t  wer e 

col l ect i on cases i n whi ch she was a pl ai nt i f f .   I t  i s  di f f i cul t  
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t o i nf er  a s i ni st er  mot i ve f or  hi di ng l awsui t s i n whi ch At t or ney 

Washi ngt on was seeki ng t o col l ect  f unds owed t o her .   The 

r ef er ee f ound t hat  t hi s f ai l ur e t o l i s t  t he col l ect i on act i ons 

was i nadver t ent  and t echni cal ,  and due par t l y t o t he nat ur e of  

t he ar r angement  bet ween At t or ney Washi ngt on and t he at t or ney who 

handl ed t he col l ect i on mat t er s f or  her .   The OLR al so di d not  

chal l enge t hi s f i ndi ng by f i l i ng an appeal ,  and we have no 

r eason t o over t ur n i t .  

¶35 As t o t he A. A.  and T. S.  r epr esent at i ons,  we agr ee wi t h 

t he r ef er ee t hat  whi l e At t or ney Washi ngt on' s handl i ng of  t hei r  

post convi ct i on mot i ons and her  f ai l ur e t o not i f y t hem of  her  

pendi ng suspensi on wer e unaccept abl e,  t hose mat t er s ar e not  

suf f i c i ent  t o keep At t or ney Washi ngt on out  of  t he pr act i ce of  

l aw i ndef i ni t el y.   The r ef er ee al so not es t hat  t he t i me per i od 

wi t hi n whi ch At t or ney Washi ngt on was t o wi nd up her  pr act i ce 

bef or e t he summar y suspensi on was r el at i vel y shor t .   Whi l e t hi s 

does not  excuse At t or ney Washi ngt on' s conduct  on t he A. A.  and 

T. S.  mat t er s,  i t  does mi t i gat e t he sever i t y of  her  def i c i enci es.    

¶36 Agai nst  t hese t wo r el at i vel y mi nor  mat t er s occur r i ng 

dur i ng a per i od of  per sonal  st r ess when f aci ng cr i mi nal  

penal t i es and a pendi ng suspensi on of  her  l i cense,  we wei gh a 

car eer  spanni ng mor e t han 17 year s pr i or  t o her  summar y 

suspensi on wi t h no pr evi ous di sci pl i ne.   I n t hat  bal ance,  t he 17 

year s of  pr act i ce wi t hout  i nci dent  pr ovi de a gr eat er  i ndi cat i on 

of  At t or ney Washi ngt on' s abi l i t y  and mor al  char act er  t o 

zeal ousl y r epr esent  c l i ent s i n conf or mance wi t h t he Rul es of  

Pr of essi onal  Conduct .   
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¶37 We t ur n t o t he i ssue of  At t or ney Washi ngt on' s c l i ent  

t r ust  account  r ecor ds.   Fi r st ,  i t  shoul d be not ed t hat  any 

def i c i enci es i n her  r ecor ds r el at e t o t he t i me when she was 

st i l l  pr act i c i ng and not  t o t he per i od of  her  suspensi on.   

Addi t i onal l y,  t he OLR has not  f i l ed a compl ai nt  r el at i ng t o any 

t r ust  account  mat t er s.   Mor eover ,  whi l e At t or ney Washi ngt on di d 

not  f ul l y  compl y wi t h t he r equi r ement  of  mai nt ai ni ng gener al  and 

cl i ent  l edger s,  she di d appar ent l y pr epar e and mai nt ai n some 

f or m of  document at i on t o show t he sour ce and di sbur sement  of  

c l i ent  t r ust  f unds.   For  exampl e,  when a per sonal  i nj ur y case 

r esol ved,  At t or ney Washi ngt on woul d pr epar e a set t l ement  summar y 

t hat  di d show t he amount  of  t he t ot al  pr oceeds and how t hose 

pr oceeds wer e di st r i but ed.   The pr oceeds wer e t hen di sbur sed 

i mmedi at el y.  

¶38 Whi l e At t or ney Washi ngt on agai n shoul d c l ear l y have 

been mor e car ef ul  i n mai nt ai ni ng t he det ai l ed r ecor ds r equi r ed 

by t he c l i ent  t r ust  account  r ul e,  SCR 20: 1. 15,  i t  i s  i mpor t ant  

i n t he cont ext  of  t hi s r ei nst at ement  pr oceedi ng t o not e t hat  

t her e i s no i ndi cat i on t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on ever  

mi sappr opr i at ed any cl i ent  f unds.   As t he r ef er ee not ed,  not hi ng 

about  t he t r ust  account  r ecor dkeepi ng def i c i enci es suggest s 

di shonest y or  i mpl i es t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on pl aced cl i ent  

f unds at  r i sk.   Consequent l y,  we agr ee wi t h t he r ef er ee' s 

concl usi on t hat  t he c l i ent  t r ust  account  mat t er s,  whi l e not  

i nsi gni f i cant ,  do not  r equi r e t he deni al  of  At t or ney 

Washi ngt on' s r ei nst at ement  pet i t i on.   We al so agr ee wi t h t he 

r ef er ee,  however ,  t hat  t he need f or  compl et e and accur at e c l i ent  
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t r ust  account  r ecor ds must  be i mpr essed upon At t or ney 

Washi ngt on.   Accor di ngl y,  we wi l l  condi t i on At t or ney 

Washi ngt on' s r ei nst at ement  on her  pr ovi di ng f ul l  t r ust  account  

r ecor ds t o t he OLR on a quar t er l y basi s f or  a per i od of  t wo 

year s f ol l owi ng her  r ei nst at ement .   Thi s wi l l  adequat el y ensur e 

t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on under st ands her  c l i ent  t r ust  account  

obl i gat i ons under  t he Rul es of  Pr of essi onal  Conduct  and act s i n 

conf or mi t y wi t h t hose st andar ds.   Thi s wi l l  al so pr ot ect  t he 

publ i c f r om any pot ent i al  har m ar i s i ng f r om At t or ney 

Washi ngt on' s handl i ng of  c l i ent  f unds.  

¶39 Fi nal l y,  we concl ude t hat  At t or ney Washi ngt on shoul d 

be r equi r ed t o pay t he f ul l  cost s of  t hi s r ei nst at ement  

pr oceedi ng.   Af t er  t he OLR f i l ed i t s st at ement  of  cost s,  

At t or ney Washi ngt on r equest ed an i t emi zat i on of  t he r equest ed 

cost s and st at ed t hat  she was obj ect i ng gener al l y t o t he amount  

of  t he cost s subj ect  t o her  r evi ew of  t he i t emi zat i on.   The OLR 

f i l ed and ser ved t he r equest ed i t emi zat i on,  but  At t or ney 

Washi ngt on di d not  f i l e any f ur t her  obj ect i on.   Her  i ni t i al  

obj ect i on di d not  expl ai n,  wi t h speci f i c i t y,  t he r easons f or  her  

obj ect i on and di d not  st at e what  she consi der ed t o be a 

r easonabl e amount  of  cost s.   See SCR 22. 24( 2)  ( " A r espondent  who 

obj ect s t o a st at ement  of  cost s must  expl ai n,  wi t h speci f i c i t y,  

t he r easons f or  t he obj ect i on and must  st at e what  he or  she 

consi der s t o be a r easonabl e amount  of  cost s . " ) .   Because 

At t or ney Washi ngt on' s i ni t i al  obj ect i on i s c l ear l y i nsuf f i c i ent  

and coul d even be deemed t o have been wi t hdr awn si nce no 

obj ect i on was l odged t o t he i t emi zed l i s t  of  cost s,  we f i nd no 
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r eason t o devi at e f r om our  gener al  pol i cy t o i mpose t he f ul l  

amount  of  cost s on t he i ndi v i dual  at t or ney.   See SCR 22. 24( 1m) . 7 

¶40 I T I S ORDERED t hat  Hazel  J.  Washi ngt on' s l i cense t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s r ei nst at ed,  ef f ect i ve i mmedi at el y,  

upon t he speci f i c  condi t i on t hat  she pr ovi de t o t he Of f i ce of  

Lawyer  Regul at i on on a quar t er l y basi s f or  t he t wo year s 

f ol l owi ng her  r ei nst at ement  compl et e and accur at e c l i ent  t r ust  

r ecor ds i n compl i ance wi t h SCR 20: 1. 15.   I f  At t or ney Hazel  J.  

Washi ngt on f ai l s t o pr ovi de such r ecor ds as r equi r ed above,  t he 

Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on i s di r ect ed i mmedi at el y t o i nf or m 

t hi s cour t  of  t hat  f act  and t o r equest  f ur t her  appr opr i at e 

act i on f r om t hi s cour t .  

¶41 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  wi t hi n 60 days of  t he dat e 

of  t hi s or der  Hazel  J.  Washi ngt on shal l  pay t o t he Of f i ce of  

Lawyer  Regul at i on t he cost s of  t hi s pr oceedi ng.   I f  t he cost s 

ar e not  pai d wi t hi n t he t i me speci f i ed,  and absent  a showi ng t o 

t hi s cour t  of  her  i nabi l i t y  t o pay t he cost s wi t hi n t hat  t i me,  

t he l i cense of  Hazel  J.  Washi ngt on t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n 

shal l  be suspended unt i l  f ur t her  or der  of  t he cour t .  

¶42 LOUI S B.  BUTLER,  JR. ,  J. ,  di d not  par t i c i pat e.  

 

                                                 
7 SCR 22. 24( 1m)  pr ovi des,  i n per t i nent  par t ,  " The cour t ' s  

gener al  pol i cy i s t hat  upon a f i ndi ng of  mi sconduct  i t  i s  
appr opr i at e t o i mpose al l  cost s,  i ncl udi ng t he expenses of  
counsel  f or  t he of f i ce of  l awyer  r egul at i on,  upon t he 
r espondent . "  
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